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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street; NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgllpl televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV: 

A robust, COmpetitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlob 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reylect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you lor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

BenJamln Hlll 
6805 SE 32nd St. 
Mercer Island. WA 98040 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 i2th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallh/. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay mare ror dwlces that Ilmt my rlghh at the behest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ed Dawson 
815 Brlarwood Way 
Campbell, CA 95008 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for dtgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, a d  the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers a d  other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitll television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Harvey Scobie 
35 Andrew St. Apt 24 
Manchester, NH 03104 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairmvl Michael K Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, vld the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they CM create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudlywmt, m d  it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an innstment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast fllg technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ian Miller 
7520 20th Ave N E  
Seattle, WA98115 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 11,2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicatioru Commimsion 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wauhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I em mitins to voice my opposition t D  any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. Aa a c o n m e r  
and citizen. I feel wkongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive msrket for consumer eleckonio must be rooted in mmufacturen' ability to innovate for their customen. ~UouoWing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the i tudioi to tell teehnologisb what new produeta they can 
crente. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers U e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
chsged more money for inferior fmctionallty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Uely to mdie an investment in DTV-capnble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my righb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Ethan Mandel 
940 B o d e  Brae 
River Foreit, IL 60305 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCrnandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studloo to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devbes that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology ?or dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Antonlo Rodrlguez 
1230 Pendleton St 
Apt. 7-G 
Columbla. SC 29201 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fordevlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncersly, 

Rlchard Chmlley 
3 FPImX Clrcle 
Frederlcksburg, VA 22405 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 4:51:00 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 

October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and CklZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Erlc Brown 
31 Gryn Ct 
Iowa Clty, IA 52246 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opporrtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markct for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their curtomers. Allowing movie Studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment Will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessnrily reflect 
what consumers likc me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I Will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Tdpp 
2267 S Franklin 
Denver, CO 80210 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chainnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcacions Commission 
445 12th Shret, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I MI wibing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. PU a consumer 
and citizen. I feel skongly that auch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer ri&U, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robusf competitive mnrket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufnchuen' nbility to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DW-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new productl they can 
create. Thia will result in producte that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bein6 
chsrged more money for infmor functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inventment in DTV-capable reoeiverm and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for dgitd television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Michael Chyrracek 
233 s william St 
Joliet, IL 60436 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d i g d  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they CM create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like m e  actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infetior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make iu1 investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

g a d  rogers 
642 Magnolia Drive 
San Mateo, CA 94402 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deat Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. X i s  mill result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infeuor 
functionality. 

If thc FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Nicholson 
312 Mountain High Dr 
Antioch, TN 37013 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to VOIce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
~ctual ly want, ond It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallt$ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Troy Klbodeaux 
1719 oak meadow drlve 
Kemah, TX 77565 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

C h h a n  Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12thSb'ee.eefNW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I MI miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. All a conmmer 
and c i h n ,  I feel sb'ongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consmer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV. 

A robuuf competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufachrrem' ability to innovate for their owtomem. Alowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new productr they can 
creste. This wiU result in product@ that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
chwged more money for infsrior fonctiondty. 

lfthe FCC issues s brosdcsst flag mandate, I would sctudy be leis likely to make an investment in DTV-cspable rcceiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your b e .  

Sincerely, 

Andrew Dehel 
1549 Oregon St. 
Berkeley, CA 94703 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commisiion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for diad 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivecs and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Leonard Gotteaman 
3035 Federal Hill Dr 
Falls Church, VA 22044 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Snoot 
1336 Willard. Apt B 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatton, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devICeS that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Stephen CoRerlll 
46652 Red Oak Drlve 
Northvllle, MI 48167 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competnlve market lor consumer eledronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money (or Inferlor functlonellty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate,,l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reCelverS 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Tanmay Gokhale 
17343 W Copper Lakes 
Houston, TX 77095 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manu?acturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mae Llng Mak 

apt #IO6 
san Franclsco, CA 94121 

7630 geBV blvd 

USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

C h h a n  Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsst tlq" technology for digital television. Am a consumer 
and citiren, I feel saongly that such a policy would be bad for hovation. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robunf competitive mnrket for connumer elechonicn munt be rooted in manufscturen' sbiliv to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto fenhues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the  studio^ to tell technologists what new producb they can 
create This will r e d  in productm that don't necessdy reflect what consumers Uke me scrudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would acluaUy be leas Ukely to maLe an investment in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devioes that h i t  my ri& at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcslt flng 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nicholas Moore 
5311 MillwoodCt 
Louisville, KY 40291 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcaot flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlolon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ross Fontenot 
3121 Johnston St 
Lahyette. LA 70503 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for  their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Owen Williams 
226 South Street 
Apt 1 
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brent Pellinen 
3 2 0 5  Hennepin Ave 5. 6 2  
Minneapolis. MN 5 5 4 0 8  
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoption of D N .  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In mmu7acturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlots 
What new products they can create. This WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollwood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Paul Frankensteln 
ID4 W. 70th St. 
Apartment BD 
Apartment BD 
New York, NY 10023 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This w i l l  result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Mark Popham 
235 W.103 St.. Apt. 2G 
New Vork. NY 10025 
USA 


